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DETAILED ACTION 

• Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Thoren, U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2006/0053218. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2 f 4, 6, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Thoren, U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2006/0053218. 

3. Regarding claim 1: 

a. Regarding the limitation of "detecting a group of said parameter write messages 
that occur closer together than operator initiated parameter write messages," Thoren 
discloses a system wherein data transfer over a field bus, such as a Fieldbus, 
(Paragraph 0006), can have a limited data transfer rates. The system as problems 
receive mass amount of data being sent from a computer system to the field device. 
(Paragraphs 0016-0018). 

b. Regarding the limitation of "suppressing a communication of errors arising from 
said group of parameter write messages or a rejection of a parameter write operation, 
wherein said rejection results from any of said errors arising from said group of 
parameter write messages," Thoren discloses a system wherein error thresholds are 
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suppressed by data transfer manipulation for specific time spans of data transfers. 
(Paragraph 0018). 

4. Regarding claim 2, Thoren discloses a system wherein if a data transfer is not 
completed within a specific time span, due to large amounts of data being transferred to the field 
device, the steps are repeated until all the data is transferred and is consistent with the device 
specification. (Lines 0035). 

5. Regarding claim 4, Thoren disclose a system in which the data received on the field 
device is checked to make sure it is up to the specification of the system and an error will occur 
if the data does not meet the requirements. (Paragraph 0035). 

6. Regarding claim 6: 

c. Regarding the limitation of "detecting a group of said parameter write messages 
that occur closer together than operator initiated parameter write messages," Thoren 
discloses a system wherein data transfer over a field bus, such as a Fieldbus, 
(Paragraph 0006), can have a limited data transfer rates. The system as problems 
receive mass amount of data being sent from a computer system to the field device. 
(Paragraphs 0016-0018). 

d. Regarding the limitation of "suppressing a communication of errors arising from 
said group of parameter write messages or a rejection of a parameter write operation, 
wherein said rejection results from any of said errors arising from said group of 
parameter write messages," Thoren discloses a system wherein error thresholds are 
suppressed by data transfer manipulation for specific time spans of data transfers. 
(Paragraph 0018). 

7. Regarding claim 7, Thoren discloses a system wherein if a data transfer is not 
completed within a specific time span, due to large amounts of data being transferred to the field 
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device, the steps are repeated until all the data is transferred and is consistent with the device 
specification. (Lines 0035). 

8. Regarding claim 9, Thoren disclose a system in which the data received on the field 
device is checked to make sure it is up to the specification of the system and an error will occur 
if the data does not meet the requirements. (Paragraph 0035). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 3, 5, 8, and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed 10/06/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

1 1 . Regarding the arguments for claims 1 and 6, the applicant argues that the prior art of 
record does not disclose the limitation of "detecting a group of said parameter write messages 
that occur closer together than operator initiated parameter write messages." Applicant's 
arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(b) because they amount to a general allegation that 
the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the 
claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. The examiner would like to point out 
to the applicant that at no time in the response to the non-final office action does the applicant 
state how the claimed invention is indeed different from the prior art. The examiner's 
interpretation of the claims leads to the conclusion that the prior art of record reads on the 
claims as stated. The applicant makes no attempt to differentiate the claims from the prior art. 
The applicant simply states the examiner in wrong in his rejection with out point to specific 
differences between the prior art and the application. Hereby, the rejection is maintained. 
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12. The applicant further argues none of the Examiner cited paragraphs discloses or 
teaches "a parameter write message" for a Fieldbus device. Applicant's arguments fail to 
comply with 37 CFR 11 1 1(b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims 
define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims 
patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

13. The applicant further argues, "Thoren's paragraph [0018] or any other part of Thoren 
does not describe or teach, "a parameter write operation" as recited in the suppressing step. 
Therefore, Thoren lacks the suppressing step recited in independent claims 1 and 6." 
Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(b) because they amount to a general 
allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the 
language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

15. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tim Bonura. 
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o The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 8:30-5:00. 
o The examiner can be reached at: 571-272-3654. 

17. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, please contact the 
examiner's supervisor, Scott Baderman. 

o The supervisor can be reached on 571-272-3644. 

18. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are: 

o 703-872-9306 for all patent related correspondence by FAX. 

19. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov/ . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

20. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is: 571-272-2100. 

21. Responses should be mailed to: 

o Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
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December 20, 2006 

SCOTT BADERMAN 
SUPERVISORY RATE NT EXAMINER 




